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Illinoisans are served by the 1,433 town-
ships in the State. This year, on April
3rd, townships held their annual meet-
ings, which is unique to this form of
government, where any citizen can step
up to the plate and voice any concern
that they have about the government.
In this regard, townships are truly the
government closest to the people they
govern as they continue to provide
functions and services which are vi-
tally important.

I take this moment after 150 years to
commend and congratulate the people
of Oak Park, Illinois, for dem-
onstrating that democracy can be
made real and that township govern-
ment can in fact and does in fact work.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THUNE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. HULSHOF) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. HULSHOF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I be given the
time of the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. HULSHOF) and that he be given my
time on the list so that I can resume
my place in the chair following the 5-
minute special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

f

AIR FORCE BOONDOGGLES COST
TAXPAYERS BILLIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, last week
it was reported by the Associated Press
that an Air Force communications sat-
ellite worth $800 million had ended up
in the wrong orbit. This was the third
failure in a row for the Air Force Titan
IV program, at a total loss to the tax-
payers of over $3 billion. This latest
satellite not only ended up in the
wrong orbit, it ended up in a lopsided
orbit thousands of miles below its in-
tended orbit.

I have taken the floor many times
over the years to point out examples of
wasteful or exorbitant Federal spend-
ing. John Martin has for several years
had a segment called It’s Your Money
on the ABC national television news,
pointing out almost every week some
example of horrible Federal waste. He
has performed a great service to this
Nation in bringing this series to the at-
tention of the American people.

The examples, unfortunately, are far
too easy to find. Examples of ridicu-
lously wasteful Federal spending are
everywhere. It has made me wonder if
the Federal Government can do any-

thing in an efficient or economical
way.

But this Titan IV program really
takes the cake. Three failures at a cost
of $3 billion; $3 billion down the drain.

What really adds insult to injury, Mr.
Speaker, is that, because this is the
Federal Government, no one will really
be held accountable for this. In the pri-
vate sector if a company had three
major failures like this, heads would
roll in a big way. Of course, in the pri-
vate sector, no company could afford $3
billion in failures unless possibly it was
a big-time Federal contractor sub-
sidized by the taxpayer.

The Appropriation Committees of the
House and Senate should demand ac-
countability here. They should not
stand for $3 billion from three failed
launches.

But the easiest thing in the world,
Mr. Speaker, is to spend other people’s
money. So what are we going to do?
Thursday we are going to give big in-
creases in pay and pensions and fund-
ing for the same Air Force that has sat
around and allowed this $3 billion in
failures to occur.

Federal employees are great at
rationalizing or justifying even ridicu-
lous losses. I am sure that the Air
Force will have some great excuses,
and everyone connected with this will
be able to explain why it was not their
fault. Well, somebody is at fault and
probably several people, and they
should lose their jobs over this.

Even though we talk about a billion
dollars up here like it was very little,
$3 billion is still an awful lot of money.
This satellite, as I said earlier, cost
$800 million. Last Friday’s mission
alone cost $1.23 billion. Just think how
much good could have been done with
the total $3 billion in losses in this
Titan IV Air Force program.

Now, I favor a strong military and I
believe we should have a strong Air
Force, but I do not believe we should
just sit back and allow any part of the
military to throw away $3 billion. We
should not just cavalierly accept this.

Several years ago, Edward Rendell,
the Democratic Mayor of Philadelphia,
said at a congressional hearing, ‘‘Gov-
ernment does not work because it was
not designed to. There is no incentive
for people to work hard so many do
not. There is no incentive for people to
save money so much of it is squan-
dered.’’

How true this statement was and is.
This is why it has been proven over and
over and over again all over this world
that the more money that can be left
in the private sector, the better off ev-
eryone is; the lower prices are, the
more jobs that are created, the better
the economy is.

Competitive pressures force the pri-
vate sector to spend money wisely, to
spend it in economical, efficient, con-
servative, productive ways. Private
companies do not have the luxury the
government has of being able to waste
billions with almost no meaningful re-
percussions.

The Air Force should publicly apolo-
gize for dropping this $3 billion down
this Titan IV rat hole. The Congress
should be assured that nothing like
this will ever happen again.

It is really sad, Mr. Speaker, to take
$3 billion from the families and chil-
dren of this country, many of whom
are barely getting by, to give to highly
paid bureaucrats and Air Force officers
to just blow in this way. What would be
even sadder would be if the Air Force
and everyone associated with these
failures is not deeply embarrassed and
ashamed.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

CRISIS IN KOSOVO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, last week
we had a historic symbolic vote on the
war. This House voted against ground
troops. We also voted against, in a tie
vote, a resolution to support the air
war. This week we have the real vote.
Are we going to fund the war? Are we
just talk or are we going to actually
cut off the funds for the war?

There are three goals that have con-
sistently been stated by NATO and by
our government. One is to degradate
the military forces or sufficiently de-
grade the military forces of the Yugo-
slav government so that we can move
hundreds of thousands of refugees
back, and then manage it with a peace-
keeping force. I would put forth that
anybody who has listened to any of the
military briefings we have had, who
have listened to the public reports, un-
derstand fundamentally that this is an
unachievable goal. Milosevic under-
stands that. When are the American
people going to be told the truth, that
our fundamental goals are
unachievable?

First off, the military has been say-
ing all the way along, this cannot be
accomplished just by an air war. They
are hopeful that they can bring him to
the table, but what do they mean when
they say this cannot be accomplished
just by an air war?

He has dug in, he is fighting in moun-
tainous terrain, he has supplies that
are going to last him an extended pe-
riod of time, and we read just last week
that our military says that after 30
days of bombing, we have a net deg-
radation of his military forces of zero.
That does not mean that we have not
impacted his long-term ability to wage
war, we have blown up a lot of factories
so he cannot reproduce, we have re-
duced some of the supply of gasoline
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into the country but he only needs 10
percent and they are saying currently
that 75 percent of their oil supplies are
still there, we have only degraded 25.
Three weeks ago they told us we had
degraded 35, 2 weeks ago 30, now it is
25. We are headed the wrong direction.

They say, well, that is because of bad
weather. The Balkans, when you read
history books, always has bad weather.
Furthermore, mountains in this time
of year always have bad weather. This
was no surprise. The Apache heli-
copters were not designed to go in to
take out tanks. They were designed to
go in with American forces on the
ground as support. We are going to lose
a lot of pilots and not accomplish our
goal if we are not careful with how we
use Apache helicopters.

The American people need to under-
stand the air war cannot solve the
problem of getting the refugees back.
The ground war cannot, either. A fun-
damental map, and you cannot see a
lot of the details with this map but
fundamentally you can tell one thing
right away, there is lot of brown and
yellow down here. This is Albania, this
is Macedonia, and here is Kosovo.

Now, to force your way in there, you
have to go through mountains of 8,000
feet. That is why the Ottoman Empire
stopped when it came in here. That is
why Hitler could not make it through
this part. There is no way we can put
ground troops in through Albania or
Macedonia or come in through
Thessaloniki because, A, they do not
want us to go through there but, B,
even if they wanted to and even if we
rebuilt airports and even if we built
more roads through the mountains, we
are not going to dislodge him through
the mountains. It does not work.

Our military understands. Any gen-
eral who has ever looked at this under-
stands that if you have a ground war,
you are coming through the top where
all this green area is. That is where in-
vasions of the Balkans have always oc-
curred. But now we are not just talking
a few thousand troops, we are talking
potentially 400,000 troops, potentially
all or mostly American troops, a min-
imum, according to estimates, of 20,000
dead up to 50,000 dead, and having to
fight our way through Belgrade and
Yugoslavia.

The people need to understand this is
not just a magic little war where we
are going to drop a few bombs and he is
going to surrender. The truth needs to
be told. Those who advocate a ground
war and those who advocate an air war
need to explain, it is not going to de-
liver. The only hope is to get him to
the table. We have to have the courage.
Before we pass a bill this week, if we
do, we should first try to take the
funds out. I will have a series of
amendments and other Members will,
too, to take the funds out to continue
this war.

I know some people are concerned
that the President is then going to
blame Congress for having lost the war.
I tried to explain, we did not lose the

war. It was an ill-conceived war. We
bluffed something that we cannot de-
liver. We saw this in Vietnam. We saw
it with the Russians in Afghanistan.
We cannot win this on the ground or in
the air alone without multiple years
and destruction beyond imagination,
and then we are still just bogged down.

The bottom line is this. If we give
him $12.9 billion, this current Presi-
dent, then he could potentially, with-
out a lot of protection for this bill, di-
vert it to the ground war without ever
coming to Congress. This is not just
the $3.3 billion to continue the war.
While our intent is to rebuild a mili-
tary that he has devastated, our good
intent could be used to fund a war, an
expanded war where thousands of lives
are lost, where the negotiated settle-
ment in the end is just like the nego-
tiated settlement we would have
roughly had in the beginning.

If we get blamed this week because
we stopped the funding and the Presi-
dent of the United States says the Re-
publicans stopped the war, which would
be untrue because it was an ill-con-
ceived war in the first place, so what?
If we saved American lives, that is
what we are here to do, not to play pol-
itics.

At this point it is the job of this Con-
gress to stand up and say, we know,
both from the public statements and
our private briefings that this cannot
be accomplished. It is time to get to
the table, because at most what we are
arguing about is how to divide Kosovo
at this point. It is not even clear in the
end that we are going to have a better
arrangement than we had in the begin-
ning because now after all this bomb-
ing, after the Kosovars are legiti-
mately upset about the slit throats,
the massacres and so on, they want to
be independent.

What are we going to tell the Pal-
estinians when they want to be inde-
pendent? And what are we going to tell
the Kurds when they want to be inde-
pendent? And what about the sub-
sections of India? And what about the
Chechnya area of Russia?
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Are we going to intervene all over
and, all of a sudden, have a new inter-
national policy because we got in a bad
war with an ill-conceived strategy?
And if we continue this, and we con-
tinue to fight this and we continue to
put the money in, we only dig our-
selves deeper in more graves.

It is time for this Congress to stand
up and say:

‘‘Get to the table now. We’re not
going to fund this war. It’s unwinnable.
The settlement you are going to get
now is probably as good a settlement
as we’re going to get later, only with
fewer Americans’ lives lost, with fewer
dollars spent and with less inter-
national problems than if we settle it
right now.’’
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Under a previous order of

the House, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
TOOMEY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. TOOMEY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SMITH of Washington addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEMINT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon addressed
the House. Her remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BATEMAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BATEMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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